The A. I. & Domiciled European Association
Col. Gidney, in the course of his presidential address ^at the Anglo-Indian and
Domiciled European Association's annual general meeting held at Calcutta on the
12th. July 1929 observed :—
We are at present engaged in drafting a suitable clause  or note for submission
to the Indian Statutory Commission for securing economic  protection.   In this con-
nection  I feel I must, even if it be to strike a jarring note, raise my voice of emphatic
protest against the supplementary note recently submitted  to the  Indian Statutory
Commission by the London Anglo-Indian Association in which an effort was made
to suggest a statutory projective clause.  I have no doubt that the effort was well-
intentioned, though it was based on an utter lack of knowledge of our true economic
position to-day.   The note demands that our protection  should consist in retaining
the economic position we occupied  in the various grades of Government services
on 1-1-1929 and that this protection should last for one generation, i.e , about 30 years.
Now such a suggestion is bound to do us more harm than good because it is based
on a wholly incorrect conception of the economic position we occupied on 1-1-1929,
and in utter ignorance of the fact that this position in the various services had already
been exposed to and prejudiced by the ravages of the effects of a  decade of Indiani-
sation.   The date suggested  should have been   1-1-1919, but as it is obviously im-
practicable  to turn the hands of the clock, the alternative suggestion should have
been made, viz, that the recruitment of Anglo-Indians and Domiciled Europeans,
should be so ordained that within five years' time from 1930, it   regained the econo-
mic position it occupied in the various  Government  services  on  1-1-1919 with the
stipulation that this proportion be maintained for another thirty years.
Unfortunately this is not the first time the London Anglo-Indian Association has
incorrectly reported itself as representative of the community in India and has
arrogated to itself, unauthorised and without consultation with the Association in
India, the issuing of the policy of the community. Though I value the co-operation
of the London Association and appreciate its desire to help us, yet I would be utterly
failing in my duty were I to hesitate to ask this Conference to express in words that
brook, no doubt, its disapproval of the unauthorised interference on the part of the
London Association and to inform it that the community in India will under no
circumstances permit its policy to be dictated by the London Anglo-Indian Associa-
tion. This is the prerogative of the community living in India and not of a few
permanently retired Anglo-Indian residents in England. I go further and say we
roust repudiate this protective clause submitted by the London Anglo-Indian Associa-
tion and inform the Indian Statutory Commission that it has not our authority or
approval.
It is high time the London Anglo-Indian Association was made to understand
that it cannot and must not assume duties which are solely and entirely ours and that it
must mind its own business. The existence of the London Anglo-Indian Association
Is only recognised and justified by its representation under our aegis of any com-
munal matters which can be more conveniently handled by men on the spot, but
this in no way allows the carte blanche interference from which we have recently
suffered.
relationship with other communities
Our relationship with oth<*r communities continues to be friendly, but I feel the
time has come when the community must look for and cultivate its points of contact
with other communities rather than develop its points of differences.    Here, J would
like to make an appeal to everyone present and ask each delegate to  convey it to tfie
members of the branch.   It is this.   During the last Legislative Assembly session,
Mr. Jayakar,  MX. A*, for whom I have a great regard, complained of the discourtesy
of Anglo-Indian Railway employees to Indian passengers.   It was admitted that this
discourtesy was much less than formerly, but that it still existed.   The entire Indian
block of the Legislative Assembly was loud in its denunciation of this treatment.
I am not prepared to admit that it exists to a large extent to-day, but that it does

